Dear Chtiiis 


2/26/70 


Your letter of ttie 23rd reached me faster tasa most from Me?; Yor’c! 

I'm replying through Gary again tecause he is unusually -oressed for time. Thus, 
he is in accord with T^nat x say he need not repeat it, if ne disagrees, he can 
tell you that, etc. 

In your note to me you say you have ccncluded all shots were fired from 
the 'Oswald rifle, a single assassin. I disagree on all counts: could not possiblly 
have been a single assassin, Oswald fired no shots, I have no rearon to believe 
any Kae then fired from that rifle. 

In your form letter, on the rose taecry, I am again in dipagre^ment, with 
all but your interpretation of Yraziei-, which is, substantia lly , my own. There is, 
however, a big diff rence in our conclusions about how the slits and nick were 
made. I agree, not v^ith a bullet. I remain of tae opinion ttsre was a wound of 
entry in the front, and I am convinced, really certain, ine rear sc-celled n'^n- 
fatal wound w?o lower than you place it. I cannot now go into details, but I am 
exnanding vritirg already done on this asnect. Please believe me when I tall you 
this is now beyond ouestion. I cannot now tell you how I know. 

Having Just removed about 400 linear feet of the mest abundant multflora 
roses, whose stems ran to 40-50’ and thicknesses to 3", I aip aware of tue potentaal 
of the species. Gary is a natnraiiit of some standing who may believe otherwise. 
Having been chewed ana shredded and mangled by them in various ways, mere then 
enough to endow roe with g considerable respect for their painful cane cilities, 1 
rsmoin persuaded they cannot accomplish what you attribute to them. A'ith respect 
to the charseter of t'as tie nick, it is inconsistent with this cause. I am also 
intimimatel;/ familiar with what thorns do to fabric. I have also raised toses for 
their blooms, and have had suocifient experience with them steins to’ be satisfied 
they do not have the murderous capabilities attributed tc then. 

The finding of the autopsy doctors on the depth of the rear would is 
unworthy of serious consideration and is susceptible to other and credible expla- 
nation, as have already done it in work not printed. 

Best wishes. 



